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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 
USPQ74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). 

In the present instance, claim 9 recites the broad recitation stripping of 
components, and the claim also recites in particular stripping aluminum-coated 
components which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 
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In the present instance, claim 17 recites the broad recitation channels, and the 
claim also recites in particular cooling channels which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 9-12, 16, 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, 
in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Jaworowski et al. 
(Jaworowski), U.S. Patent 6,176,999. 

A method for electrochemical stripping of components, in particular for stripping 
aluminum-coated components of a gas turbine, wherein an operating point of the 
electrochemical stripping is determined under actual process conditions prior to actual 
stripping, wherein the operating point of maximum stripping is determined as a function 
of a measured polarization current or a measured polarization conductance and is 
determined anew continuously during the electrochemical stripping, and wherein an 
applied direct voltage potential is adjusted accordingly (see col. 2, lines 10-65). 

The patent further discloses wherein the stripping is performed using a two- 
electrode system (see col. 2, lines 10-13). 

The patent further discloses the step wherein the direct voltage potential is 
increased to a value where the polarization conductance or a first derivation of the 
polarization current as a function of the direct voltage potential is approximately zero, 
and wherein the value of the direct voltage potential determines the operating point of 
stripping (see col. 2, lines 36-65). 

The patent further discloses wherein the direct voltage potential is increased until 
the polarization current reaches a maximum as a function of the direct voltage potential, 
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and wherein the maximum determines the operating point of the stripping (see col. 2, 
line 51 to col. 3, line 5). 

The patent further discloses the step of terminating the electrochemical stripping 
process (see col. 3, line 56-65). 

Therefore, since the patent discloses each and every method steps, the claims 
are rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 13-15, 21-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jaworowski as applied to claims above, and further in view of Boguslavsky et al. 
(Boguslavsky), US 2003/01 3241 6 A1 . 

The patent fails to disclose the superimposed AC over the direct current used in 
electrochemical stripping. 

The Boguslavsky reference teaches the equivalence between the various types 
of potential sources (see section [0048]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Jaworowski by the teachings of Boguslavsky. 
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One having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this 
modification, because Boguslavsky teaches the functional equivalence of the different 
types of potential sources. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 17 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 27-28 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: none of the prior art of record fairly discloses the claimed method for the 
electrochemical stripping process within a channel of the component. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ARUN S. PHASGE whose telephone number is 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/586,41 8 Page 7 

Art Unit: 1724 

(571)272-1345. The examiner can normally be reached on MONDAY-THURSDAY, 
7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Keith D. Hendricks can be reached on (571) 272-1401. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/ARUN S PHASGE/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1724 
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